Introduction
In Lithuanian, a considerable number of infixed/sta-presents, causal verbs 1 (basic or with the suffix -(d)inti/-(d)yti), and middle marked verbs form the socalled verb triads (cf. Ambrazas 1997, 231; see also Geniušienė 1987) . This is determined by the fact that n/sta-presents and middles have some overlapping functions:
1. Infixed/sta-presents form a limited group of anticausative/inchoative verbs in Lithuanian 2 . The main functions of the marker n/st (cf. Ulvydas 1971; Pakalniškienė 1993; Ambrazas 1997) are the following: As far as earlier treatment of verb triads is concerned, they have already been recognised in the literature (see Ambrazas 1997, 231) but have not received any dedicated attention. So far, the most extensive analysis has been offered by Geniušienė (1987, 89, 106-109) .
sounding'); slipti, slimpa 'hide (INTR)' is replaced by the middle marked slėptis, slepiasi 'hide (MM)'). 3 In Geniušienė (1987) and Ambrazas (1997) , the term decausative is used to describe this group of Lithuanian middles. This paper aims at describing Lithuanian verb triads according to their form, syntax and function, highlighting the differences determined by the agentivity of the subject.
The paper is organized as follows: section 2 gives a theoretical description of the subject and an overview of the data used for this paper; section 3 is devoted to the analysis of Lithuanian verb triads: in section 3.1 the triads are classified according to their form, in section 3.2 the semantics of the triads is discussed, section 3.3 is devoted to the identical and different functions of the marker n/st and the middle marker in verbs with the same root in contemporary Lithuanian, in section 3.4 the polysemy of the middle marker is highlighted; section 4 provides the conclusions.
Theoretical prerequisites. Data
The concept verb triad is used here to name a set of three verbs that have a common root (with a vowel alternation or without it) and are semantically related. This term is not very well-known but it is already used in the literature (e.g. Geniušienė 1987; Ambrazas 1997).
As regards their function, the verb triads are: 1) inchoative (9) a. sužvingti, sužvingsta 'start neighing, neigh (shortly) (ANIM)' : sužvengti, sužvengia 'neigh, laugh heavily (ANIM; HUM)' : susižvengti 'start neighing (ANIM), laughing heavily (HUM)' b. suvimti, suvimsta 'start vomiting' : vemti, vemia 'vomit' : susivemti 'start vomiting' It must be noted that the function of the prefix su-plays a key role in the inchoative semantics. However, there are only a few middle marked verbs that have inchoative meaning, like n/sta-present inchoatives.
2) anticausative (10) virsti, virsta 'tumble down/over (INTR)' : versti, verčia 'tumble, turn (TR)' :
verstis 'tumble, turn (MM)'
This paper is devoted to anticausative verb triads that have the following features:
1. The first member of an anticausative verb triad formally is an infixed/ sta-present; semantically it is a noncausal/spontaneous verb, i.e. it has the same meaning as a causal verb but lacks the 'cause' component. 
Data
The main object of this paper is anticausative verb triads in Lithuanian. At the first stage of analysis, all the infixed/sta-present verbs with noncausal meaning were collected from the verb list given in Pakalniškienė 1993. Later their usage was investigated based on eDCL and CCL in order to select the ones that were still actively used in contemporary Lithuanian. Finally, they were grouped and analysed according to their form, semantics, and the function of the marker n/st and the middle marker -si-.
Verb triads

Form
As mentioned above, infixed/sta-presents as noncausal verbs enter into an opposition with causal verbs that may be either basic or derived by means of suffixation with the suffix -(d)inti/-(d)yti. Therefore, according to the verb form these triads may be classified as follows: However, in some studies causal verbs are treated as derivatives (e.g. Ambrazas 1997, 224). Also, according to Geniušienė (1987, 16 ), a -n-/sta-present (e.g. plisti 'spread (INTR)') is a base word for the derivation of a causal word (e.g. plėsti 'spread (TR)') which in its turn is a base for the derivation of a middle marked verb (e.g. plėstis 'spread, widen').
In the latter case, the difference in the meaning of the -n-/sta-present and the middle marked verbs depends on the difference between the basic causal verbs and the derived causatives.
Semantics
First of all, some n/sta-presents and middle marked verbs have different lexical meaning in contemporary Lithuanian, despite the fact that they have the same root. They are formally related but cannot be considered as triads in terms of causativity, e.g. 
Function
When the n/sta-present and the middle marked verb have the same (similar) lexical meaning, according to the function of the marker n/st and the middle marker -si-the relation between the two can be twofold: either both of them belong to the category of noncausal events and have similar distribution (cf. section 3.3.1) or they have different functions: the n/sta-present denotes a spontaneous event, whereas the middle marked counterpart belongs to the domain of body action middles (cf. section 3.3.2). The main difference comes from the agentivity (that comprises of control, volition, animacy; cf. DeLancey 1984, 181) of the subject: in case of a noncausal/anticausative event, the syntactic subject is patient-like and most often inanimate (or at least unvolitional and does not have any control over the event) whereas in case of a body action/indirect/reciprocal/cognition/emotion middle, the subject is agentive and most often animate.
As the middle marker is highly polysemous in Lithuanian, the same lexical item may denote anticausative, body action, indirect, reciprocal, cognition/emotion middle, therefore polysemy also plays a role in the analysis of the function of anticausative verb triads (cf. section 3.3.3).
SPONTANEOUS : CAUSAL : ANTICAUSATIVE
As mentioned above, n/sta-presents and middles have at least one overlapping function, i.e. both may denote noncausal events. The major difference between these two is formal: n/sta-presents are considered to be basic verbs correlating with causal basic verbs whereas the middle marker -si -is added to the causal verb (basic or derived) in order to form an anticausative middle, e.g.
klišintis 'become slipshot (MM)' As the first and the third member of a triad have the identical function, they can be used in similar syntactic environments, as in (16) As shown in the examples above, the subjects of both n/sta-presents and middle marked verbs commonly are inanimate (examples 16 and 17), therefore non-agentive, and the denoted events are spontaneous. The middle marked counterpart of the triad here denotes an anticausative situation type which is a common function of the middle marker -si-in Lithuanian (cf. Geniušienė 1987, 98-104; Haspelmath 1987; Holvoet et al. 2015) . Animate subjects (example 18) may be used with inchoative n/sta-presents in order to show that the subject has no volition or control over the event but the change of state is a result of some other action. Figure 1 shows that transitive clauses correlate with spontaneous and anticausative clauses in the same way. In contrast to the triads with body action middles (cf. section 3.3.2), both n/sta-presents and middle marked anticausatives may denote a non-autonomous event, i.e. they may be supplemented with an external cause, e.g. This difference in combinability is closely related with the distinct semantic features of the synonyms involved. For example, infixed plisti, plinta 'spread' means expanding as a dispersion in some environment and the usual subjects are virusas 'virus', žodis 'word', liga 'disease', idėja 'idea', etc., whereas plėstis, plečiasi 'expand' means that the entity gets bigger by itself and the usual subjects are rinka 'market', tinklas 'network', kraujagyslė 'blood vessel', etc.
To sum up, markers of both noncausal members of the anticausative triads have the same function but languages do not tend to retain full synonymy, therefore semantic differences occur, even though in some contexts both noncausal and anticausative verbs may be used identically. This aspect should be analysed in more detail taking into account the data from the actual usage of contemporary Lithuanian.
SPONTANEOUS : CAUSAL : BODY ACTION MIDDLE
There is another type of anticausative verb triads in Lithuanian, where triads consist of a noncausal verb, a causal verb and a body action middle (or a different middle marked verb, see section 3.3.3). Strictly speaking, these verb triads are not 'anticausative triads' because the middle marker here does not function as a marker of anticausativity, therefore the first and the second members differ depending on their function, and this distinction is closely related to the agentivity of the subject. However, these triads are treated as anticausative here because, in comparison to the causal verb, body action middles are also in a way noncausal; besides the two verbs are clearly related formally and semantically, e.g. (24) As shown in the examples above, the subject of the n/sta-present may be both animate (vikšreliai, aš in 26) or inanimate (kūnas in 27) 5 but always nonvolitional, whereas the subject of the middle marked verb is animate and volitional (Eglė in 25). Therefore, the event denoted by the verb is spontaneous in the former cases and 'reflexive like' in the latter case. The causal verb paverčia (25) has a prototypical agentive and volitional causer and a causee (resp. Eglė and vaikus in 26) (cf. DeLancey 1984, 181-185) . The subject of the middle marked verb coincides with the subject of the causal verb (Eglė in 25), and this fact allows to conclude that subject of a 'reflexive like' middle is equal to the subject of the causal verb in terms of agentivity.
Furthermore, in case of the spontaneous event (28), an external causer may be also expressed (but not in case of the body action middle, cf. 29 and 30), e.g. lenki-uo-si. to ground-gen.sg bend-prs.3-mm 'The sun shines -I laugh, the wind blows -I bend (myself) to the ground.' (CCL) 5 Therefore the statement in Ambrazas 1997 (p 231) that the difference between -n-/stapresents and middle marked verbs in the triads is based on the category of animacy should be further elaborated and supplemented. Figure 2 shows that the spontaneous verb and the body action middle correlates differently with the transitive clause. Therefore, according to Geniušienė (1987, 108) , in such cases the middle marker serves as a means of formally differentiating between the two situation types. Example (28) illustrates external causation, which is allowed with spontaneous n/sta-presents but not with middle marked forms. According to Kemmer (1993, 67-74) , body action middles are 'reflexive like' verbs and their main feature is the relative participant distinguishability, i.e. these verbs are semantically intermediate between one-and two-participant events, as their initiator and endpoint are necessarily the same entity. In our case (lenkiuosi in example 31), the cause and the causee are merged into one referent, therefore no other cause may be syntactically expressed, despite the fact that the verb is still noncausal (no cause is encoded separately).
SPONTANEOUS EVENT
Furthermore, body action middles may form the construction "lenktis + DAT" (as in 31) or "lenktis + prieš ACC" where the subject acts volitionally and purposefully in order to show his/her gratitude/respect. The n/sta-present form is ungrammatical here (32). In (33), the subject is animate but in case of middle marked form nusižudė patys it is agentive and its agency is strengthened by the pronoun pats, whereas in case of sta-present žuvo nuo alkoholio the event is conceptualized as spontaneous and for this reason an external cause may be added.
To sum up, body action middles enter into anticausative verb triads with infixed/sta-presents because these middles are also semantically noncausal. However, the functional difference is of utmost importance: infixed/sta-presents denote spontaneous events, i.e. either there is no cause at all/it is of no importance or the cause is external, while body action middles denote events with internal causation, i.e. the subject itself is the cause.
Polysemy
As regards polysemy, two aspects must be taken into account:
1. So far only examples of body action middles have been given. However, the middle marker is highly multifunctional in Lithuanian (see Geniušienė 1987) . Therefore, the same middle marked verb, as the third member of a triad, may have more functions, namely, it can denote not only body action (35) but also indirect (36), reciprocal (37) situation type and cognition/ emotion middle (38). However, the difference between the n/sta-present and indirect/reciprocal/ cognition middle is the same as between the n/sta-present and body action middles, therefore they are not analysed separately.
2. Due to the multifunctionality of the middle marker, the same lexical item may also denote an anticausative (39) or body action event (40) (also an indirect/reciprocal/cognition/emotion middle Here the difference is attributable to the subject -if it is animate and agentive as jis 'he' (example 40), then the denoted event is a body action (indirect/ reciprocal/cognition/emotion) middle; and if the subject is inanimate and therefore non-agentive, the verb denotes a spontaneous event (e.g. rūkas 'mist' in 39).
Conclusions
Middle marked verbs that formally enter into triads with n/sta-presents and causal verbs, can be either body action/indirect/reciprocal/cognition/emotion middles or anticausatives depending on the agentivity of the subject:
1) If the subject is animate, agentive and acts volitionally/purposefully, the verb denotes body action situation type (also it can be an indirect/ reciprocal/cognition/emotion middle). In this case the functional difference is of utmost importance in the triads: infixed/sta-presents denote spontaneous events, while body action middles denote events with internal causation; however, these triads may be treated as anticausative because, in comparison to the causal verb, body action middles are also noncausal and the two verbs clearly related formally and semantically. 2) If the subject is inanimate (in most cases), lacks control and volition, the verb denotes a spontaneous/anticausative situation type. Therefore, both noncausal verbs with different markers may be used in identical syntactic environments but their full synonymy is not a prevalent phenomenon: usually n/sta-presents differ from the middle marked counterparts in the frequency of usage, combinability, semantic features or stylistic facets. 3) As the middle marker is highly multifunctional in Lithuanian, the same lexical item may denote anticausative, body action, indirect, reciprocal, cognition/emotion situation type, therefore polysemy must be addressed while analysing anticausative triads. 
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